BelComm lng.

The Reliable Communications Company

February 24, 2005

Federal Communications Commission
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY
445-12" Street SW

Washington DC, 20554

Re: IN THE MATTER OF THE REQUEST FOR REVIEW
BY RELCOMM INC.

OF THE DECISION OF THE UNIVERSAL SERVICE
FUND ADMINISTRATOR.

CC Docket No.02-6
SLD Decision 1022916 and 1023492

Year Six E-Rate

Billed Entity #123420 Atlantic City Board of Education.

Dear Sir or Madam:

During RelComm’s litigation against the Atlantic City School District (“ACBOE”), its
Superintendent, Fred Nickles, and its E-rate Consultant, Martin Friedman, owner of
Alemar Consulting, numerous documents have been exchanged and depositions taken
that provide further evidence of our claims of bid rigging, fraud and violation of e-rate
rules and regulations in connection with ACBOE’s Year 6 E-rate award.

We are enclosing portions of the deposition transcripts that highlight these actions. The
entire transcripts of the depositions of Martin Friedman (E-Rate Consultant), Marilyn
Cohen (Technical Supervisor ACBOE), Jon Jones (Former Data Center Manager
ACBOE), Leslie Motz, (Former Acting Business Administrator ACBOE), Lisa Mooney
Business Administrator ACBOE), and Fred Nickles (Superintendent ACBOE) are
available upon request.

Areas specific to our complaints are highlighted, though throughout the depositions there
are numerous examples of erroneous statements and contradictions from Mr. Friedman
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and Supt. Nickles regarding the E-Rate program and the Atlantic City Board of
Education.

Mr. Friedman testified that his employee, John Holt, developed the bid specifications for
ACBOE and other entities for which Alemar filed applications as an E-Rate consultant.
John Holt, as a principal of Informed Resources Inc., also received numerous E-rate
awards from those other entities for which Martin Friedman and Alemar Consulting filed
applications during this same time period.

Marilyn Cohen, Technical Supervisor, testified that she had no involvement with
ACBOE’s year 6 E-rate program and that no technical people from the District
participated either in creating the specifications or in the evaluation of the bids.

Leslie Motz, Business Administrator, testified that Martin Friedman developed the bid
specifications, evaluated the bids and then recommended the winning bidder for
ACBOE’s year 6 E-rate application. She also stated that Friedman and John Holt were
responsible for evaluating the bids and recommending what the district’s needs were.

Lisa Mooney, Business Administrator, testified that the same Purchase Order authorizing
Mr. Friedman to represent the ACBOE to the Federal Government was later found to be
in violation of NJ State Bid laws, and the District was fined.

Martin Friedman stated that he believes that the funding level for internal connections
never went below 90% after the first year of the program yet the funding level for
Internal Connections has gone below 90% every year. Mr. Friedman’s E-rate expertise
and ability of getting schools into the 90% bracket were reasons given by Supt. Nickles
for hiring Alemar Consulting. Nickles hired Mr. Friedman, had him working for the
district, and authorized Alemars Purchase Order months prior to receiving Board
approval. ’

Mr. Friedman admitted that he used the same specifications for different entities often
because those schools had no technical expert on staff. He also stated that Technology
Plans were fluid allowing for variations in what would be requested by a school. His
"clients" tend to order the same equipment or services from the same vendors through
generic 470 applications. New technology and products often appear on all of his clients’
471 applications and is always purchased from the same provider.

One of Alemar’s vendors, MTG, the bid winner in Atlantic City and a bid winner at all of
Alemar’s other clients, produced documents during discovery and made statements to the
FCC (see filings listed below) in their Request for Waiver. MTG acknowledged that
they had received documents prior to bidding that were not given to nor brought to the
attention of the other vendors. They seek to justify this fact as somehow not really giving
them much of an edge, despite the fact that preferential information violates State
Bidding Laws and raises the question as to what other information and treatment MTG
received.



Mr. Friedman testified that he has no knowledge as to how MTG received those specific
documents from the School District prior to the bid, despite Alemar being in charge of
the bid specifications and all contact with potential bidders. Martin Friedman was also
unable to explain E-mails between himself and the owner of MTG which discuss
equipment that no other vendor was aware was included in the bid AFTER the bids were
due and PRIOR to them being opened.

Also of importance are the statements made by MTG during the exchange of information
with the FCC. MTG even acknowledges that they have received e-rate awards from
Friedman every time that Friedman has managed an e- rate bid (over 31 times).

At his Deposition, Martin Freidman refused to answer any questions regarding MTG’s
and Alemar’s association on those other bids.

MTG also received an award to provide wiring to the ACBOE, though without the proper
NJ State certifications, and their subcontractor is COMTEC, the company that Martin
Friedman admits “introduced him to the District”. COMTEC already had a “consulting”
contract to make recommendations to the district prior to the year 6 awards. Comtec also
has now received numerous awards from Freidman clients.

A Complete copy of MTG's statements and additional evidence can be viewed at
www.fce.gov/cgb/ecfs/. Click on Search for Filed Comments, then enter proceeding
number 02-6

The first page(1-100) has comments:

Filed by Relcomm and the ACBOE dated 1/06/05, 1/11/05, which are responses from,
and to the ACBOE's request to waive various FCC rules.

Filed by Micro Technology Group dated 11/30/04, which requests a waiver of FCC
regulations while acknowledging evidence against them.

Filed by ACBOE dated 11/16/04 and Relcomm dated 11/15/05, which discuss the
evidence.

Page 2 (101-200)

Filed by Micro Technology Group Dated 11/08/04 Provides comments by MTG that
acknowledge receiving inside information yet attempts to justify those facts.

Filed by Relcomm dated 10/25/04, and ACBOE dated 10/18/04 Provide additional

evidence.

Page 3 (201-300)




Filed by Relcomm, Dated 8/09/04 and 8/06/04 are the original filing by RelComm's and
includes evidence accumulated to those dates.

Sincerely,

Michael Shea
RelComm, Inc.
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4 Q. Do)wmllﬂulhismhums 4 A Yes, sir, should be.
5 himduhilemmstmw&ae? 5 Q (hy.Andmywalinumloyedwme
6 A W&lm&ere,yu. 6 sdnooldiﬂrictwhmmﬁxammm
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10 Q. Okay. Sony. 1 just wanted to make sure 10 recommendations to the board?
11 the reporter got your answer. 11 A MMﬁumudebyMr.
12 A. 1t was between July and October of 2002; 12 Friedwman to the board. g
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named to do the specifications that it weuld have 1 A. 1z netaware of these reguistions.
been — Mr. Helit's activitics would have been at Mr. 2 Q. Well, I mnnotasking shout the reguiation.
Friedmsn's divection. 3 Are you generaily aware of the requirement that the
Q.  Why did Mr. Holt call you about questions 4 school district is obligated 10 pay a portion of the
about the school district? 5 E-Rate expense?
A.  Becamse I was there. 6 A. 12w unetparticularly aware of it.
Q.  Well, had you been designated by the school 7 Q. Okay. When was the 2002/2003 budget for
district as the point person for that activity? 8 the school district created?
A. 1 hadu't boem designated by amyeme. | 9 A, Wel, that peried would have been from
happened to be ont premises and Mr. Holt calied the 10 September ‘02 through the clection of °03, snd if
office snd I happened to be there amd picked wp the 11 there had beem a defeated budget it would have gone
telephone and he asked e seme questions and 1 tried | 12 om 23 lang as it ncoded to go on for all parties to
to amswer them. 13 agree to a tax rate strike.

Q. Do you know, did he call you directly or 14 Q. Okay. Iam talking now about the '02/03
did he call just looking for someone to answer 15 budget.
questions? 16 A. Iamserry.
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A, Uk-huh 19 Q. [ think you were a year shead.
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A.  Ybelievelwas. 21 Q. So, would it be fair to suy that that would
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A.  No,sir,Idonot. 23 A. I you are losking for an '62/63 budget
Q. Do you recall whether they were technical 24 thes you arc geing to go back to 91702 to do the
questions? 25 formuistion and all of the things that e to get you
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6 extemtofit. 6 A. That'scorrect
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10 that, but he may have donc that. 10 A. I it were to be incinded in the 62703
11 Q. Oiay. What do vou know sbout the i1  budget?
12 regulations regarding F-Rate applications? 12 Q  Right
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] submitted his budget request for E-Rate funding? 1 A, Heisa geatioman whe was serving as the
2 A He submitied it to the superintendent. 2  busimess manager for the district when I arrived m
3 Q. Mr Nickles? 3  fhe distriet.
4 A Yes,sir 4 Q. Didhe report to you?
5 Q  Did Mr. Nickles consult with you about S A. Theoretically he should have. Asa
6 that? 6 practical matter I believe he reperted straight to
7 A. Abont the budget or about the E-Rate 7 the saperimtendest.
8 fonding? 8 Q. Was that for the cntire time that you were
9 Q. About the E-Rate funding, about the school 9 there?
10 district’s budget for E-Rate funding. 10 A. Yes,itwas.
11 A He did not consult with me, no. 11 Q. Okay. What, if anything, did Mr. Thompkins
12 Q Do you know what the school district 12 have to do with creating the 10203 budget?
13 budgetedlfanyﬂxmgmlts'ozfo3budgetﬁ)r 13 A. Agreatdesl
14 E-Rate funding? 14 Q.  What were his responsibilities?
15 A. Ido not remember that, sir. 15 A. His practical kmowledge of the systems of
16 Q Do you know if the school district 16 accomnds, the time that he had been in the district
17 - 17 prior to my walking im made kim 2 reseurce to
18 A. 1do not kmow that cither. 13 fimding out what shonld be included, what can be set
19 Q  Okay. Who would know that? 19 aside and what should be put forward to move ahead
20 A.  The record. 20 i» the district.
21 Q  When you say the record, what do you mean? | 21 Q. Didhe report to you in that activity?
22 A. Al of the paperwork for that ycar should {22 A. Ne, he did not.
23  be in the Board of Education offices. 23 Q. To whom did he repori?
24 Q. Okay. What would I look at specifically in 24 A.  The superintendent.
25 thewayoftherecm'dtodetammewhdiwnhe 25 Q. Okay. Areyou familiar with E-Rate
Page 27 Page 29
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4 Q. Isthere a line item that says E-Rate 4 the E-Rate expenses?
5 funding or something similar to that? 5 A 1 am not familiar with the regulations. |
6 A. There would be — I do not remember what & cannui recall then
7  the line item designation is, but there should be a 7 Q. Well. did you ever hear anybody tatking
i 8 ’alodn of numbcers that are strictly for technology of § 8§ abuui thall
©  thy disteict. Naw, receoths ﬂy-'s'\.n’ changed their 9 A, Not that | ean recall.
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Atlantic City's hardware, software, peripherals were
not adeguate to that task.

Q.  And who did you learn that from?

A.  Ibelieve | learned that from the
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Q.  When you were the business administrator,
did you keep files by specific contract?

A, Yes

Q. Rather than say chronologically?

A. Yes

Q. So, there would have been a file for the
year six E-Rate application and all the bids would
be in there?

A, Yes

Q.  And the evaluation of those bids would be
there?

Al It should be, yes.

Q. Should be?

A. Yes.

Q. Do you have any recollection, assuming you
were at the — how do | ask this? You believe you
were at a meeting at which time the bids were open
for year six, is that right?

VWAV EWN -
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you open the bid and you read the bidder and the
particulars of the bid, is that recorded cither on
tape or —

A. It's gemerally recorded im 2 subseguent
board meeting whea the beard acknowledges receipt of
bids for X from the following vendors in X soms and
then the board awards or dees not.

Q. Do you create any kind of written log to

A. Ihave done that. ] don't know if it was
done for that or not.

Q.  That was going to be my next question. Do
you recall doing that during your year six E-Rate
bids?

A. Tdonotrecall that

Q. You recall a meeting at which time those

bids received for the six year E-Rate applications
were opened and then was the cvaluation; did the

A. IthinkIwas. 19 evaluation occur after that?
Q. Do you have any recollection as to who else 20 A. The evaluation had to occur afier that.
was there? 21 Q. So, after the bids were opened they were
A.  Ithink the mecting was held on the third 22 turncd over 1o Mo Fricdman for evaluation, is that
floor im the superintendent’s conference room and I 23 right?
believe the superintendent was there. I believe vir, 2 AL v'o the bect of my recgtieriion, yIs, 5i.
Friedman was there and I don't know who else wonld |25 Q. Doymxmllhowsxmaﬂu'thcnmdmgat
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1 walk-throughs, regarding whether the high school was 1 Q. Was there any restriction announced
2  inciuded in the bid or not? 2 against photography or taping of the walk-through?
3 A. I don't recall. 3 A, Not in year six.
0. Do you recall telling prospective 4 Q. Is it possible that your recollection
~ wvendors at any of the year six walk-throughs that 5 would be refreshed if you saw a videotape of any of
6 the high school was not included in the bid? 6 the year six walk-throughs about what happened
7 A, I don't recall. 7 during those walk-throughs?
8 Q. Do you recall, sitting here today, 8 A. It may be.
8 whether the year six bid induded the high school? 9 Q. Such as, for example, whether you
40 A. I believe it did. 10 /instructed vendors that the high school was not
1" Q. Why do you believe it did? 1 included in the year six bid?
A Because there was work that needed to be | 1 A. Maybe. As I stated before, those days
13 done at the high school. We just very often didn't 18 are a blur.
14 qualify, so we had to put it separately. 14 Q. How long did the January 24, 2003
15 Q. What do you mean by you didn't -- when 15 walk-through last?
46 you say we didn't qualify, you mean the school 16 A I believe it was a few hours in the
f'ﬂ board? 417 moming.
18 A The district, yes, the school board. 18 Q. And do you recall being asked questions
19 Q. And why didn't the district qualify? 19 during that walk-through?
20 A E-rate is predicated on free and reduced 20 A Yes, I do.
&; lunches, so there are certain factors that would put 21 Q. And do you recall how you answered those
you at a lower level that may not be funded. 22 questions?
23 Q. Are you referring to the fact that the 23 A In most instances I would refer to
24 high school has a lower percentage of students on 24 either Alemar, Mr. Friedman directly, or to
. free or reduced lunch than the other school 25 Mr. Jones.
30 32
1 buildings? 1 Q. Was any other representative of the
2 A Yes. 2 school district present during the walk-through on
3 Q. So including the high school in the mix 3 January 24, 2003?
4 fowered the district's chances of qualifying for 4 A.  No.
5 E-rate funding, is that your understanding? 5 Q. And did Mr. Friedman participate in that
6 A. If you put them together. 6 walk-through?
7 Q. Was there a point in ime where the 7 A. There was a representative of Alemar,
8 school district decided to separate the high school 8 but I'm not sure which date Mr. Friedman went on th
9 out from the other buildings? 9 walk-through.
10 A. In year six. 10 Q. Do you remember who the representative
11 Q. So your recollection is that in year six 11 of Alemar was at the January 24, 2003 walk-through?
12 the high school was treated separately? 12 A I believe John Holt and Bob Harmon were
13 A.  Yes. 13 both there. A
14 MR. BLEE: Objection to the form of the 14 ‘Q.  Bob Harmon? Who's Bob Harmon?
15 question. 15 A. He's a representative of Alemar.
16 BY MR. KIRCHNER: 16 Q. When you say representative, what do you
17 Q. Do you recall how it was treated mean?
18 separately? A I was - they were sent by Alemar. 1
19 Al No, I do not. don't ask what their position with the company is.
1 Q. Do you recall whether any of the year Q How about John Holt, you said?
six walk-throughs were videotaped? 21 A. He was also asked to come by Alemar.
22 A. I do believe there was video taping 22 Q Had you met Mr. Holt prior to that
23 going on without — without it being announced. A 23 walk-through?
24 lot of vendors had still cameras, but nobody 24 A. There had been conversation with Lesley
25 announced if they were taping or not taping. 25 Motz, between Lesiay Motz and John Holt, and that's

09/07/2004 09:31:56 PM
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1 how I was informed that he would be coming on the | 1 A, On the first watik-tarougn.
2  walk-through. z 4. Is that the January 24 walk-through, do
3 o Who s esley Motz? 3 you think, is that the first one?
A She was the inierim business 4 A, 1 don't remenibar which one, what dates
_  administrator. 5  we went.
& She was the business administrator at { & G Skay. Is #t your recoliection that
7 the nme of Lire waln IHToUEh? | 7 whenever the IS through was, you met with
2 Mr. Holt on thai date pm)z e he walk-Uyougs 78
ise
.
kL
15 woud De visiuis ‘.';s&ﬁ.."s in the hiﬁid!nﬁ.
ki 12 Was Mr. Harmon present Guning your
37 , tha maenina hefare the walk-through witiy
;18 e yeal 3k ohe? id
10 A, vone, oiher than 1c attow My, Holt to 19 There wasa T @ mesting, :
t 25 nne number. re's the things that need to be done, and
: P 2 ‘.!‘.:.!':-_f wac it that Mr. Holt was gettuig in 21 thotweas it There wasn'ta meeting. It was just
; 22 touvh wilh Ms. Motz ang you directly? 2% direcCUons on oW W
| 23 A. You wouid have G 85k § 23 Q  Wwho gave directions io whom?
!! 24 Al So vou don't have any answer for that 24 A Mr. Holt advised me of the process.
P o yourssiy 25 & Okay. So Mr, Holt was the one who
24 ' 36
f 4 a I don't specuiarte. 4 really conducted the walk-throughs, is that rights!
! 2 3 Bid vou ever talk to Mr. Holt about P4 smp oy EE: Ohieck to the form of the
i3 thais 3 question.
{a . No. 4 == THE WITNESS: M. Hoit was rep:
; 5 Q. Did you ever tatk to Mr. Fredman aocut L{‘," ~r and T was iust the person on the districi
j 6 whatlt g & watw puld open doors. So as far as showing
{7 A, NG, Q 7 examples of ciassfooms oF Tht servers 57 shone
: 2 G Sa Lesiey Motz 10i0 you thal john Holt i: 2 cincef, that was my job.
3 =~ =howine g tn participate in the y 8 BYMR KIRCHNER:
DiG walk-inirough, 12 they right? Pl e, e thve questions
A L esiey Motz Toia WeE Fi. © 11 during the waii-tiwough, and By substantive, T mean
. ~alfing me sghout the wailk-througs, #s'il SC % something other than show me a a classroom or Couid
p s i3 you open lhis closet, «omething about the network,
114 144 wouid they direct that tc you or o Mr. Holt?
tag 15 A In cases, it was boti.
: An vou say he must haver 3% 2 Do vou recall any guestions during ine
L A, pEcausc through happened. 47 auwdary 24 walk-threugh being directed to Mr. Holt?
% 18 Q. Tou (ecaii, siting hers 1o dgay, a phone i8 A There may have been specific question
46 conversation with Mr. Holt? 49 to Mr. Holt.
~n Al Not specifically. 20 Q. Do you remember any of those questions?
G Do you recall any kind of conversation 21 A. There was a large group of people.
22 with Mr. Hoit? 22 willing around. I didn't stay glued to Mr. Holt's
23 A. Just process, what we were going to do. 23 side. Iwasdirecungpeopleamundatﬂnngsam
24 Q. When do you recall discussing process 24 he stayed pretty stationary in some things. Atlo
25 with Mr. Holt? 25 of times vendors would go to him.
Pana 21 1o 36 of 149 09/07/2004 09:31:
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1 A. I have a MacIntosh. It's —- I have the 1 phone equipment, Empire would be the one you would
2 Cube on my desk. 2 tum to?
3 Q. And you still use that? 3 A Yes.
A. Yes, I do. 4 Q Did they have any other role in the
Q. When you experienced problems in October § district at this time?
6 of 2002 or thereabouts with your PC, to whom did you 6 A At this time, we're installing a cali
. 7 report, if anyone? Did you report those problems 7 back system, so, you know, anything that would deal
g8 to? 8 with the Via equipment, we would be calling on them
9 A. To Mr. Jones. 9 for information, state contract, so forth.
10 Q. And what, if anything, did he do in 10 Q Does Empire have anything to do with the
11 response to that? 11 data network?
12 A. Idon't remember what he did. I don't 12 A. No.
13 know that there was anything that could be done 13 Q Okay. How about you mentioned before
14 about that. It was just like, deal with it. 14 Comtec.
15 Q. Wasn't the equipment under warranty? 15 A. Um-hum.
16 A. The equipment warranties, which I found |16 Q. Has Comtec ever done work for the school
17 out when I met Mr. Cavanaugh, I was told were never | 17 district?
18 filed, they were not auto enrolled. So the 18 A. Comtec has a contract from last year as
19 equipment was basically being fixed locally in the 19 a consuitant on the phone things such as the rates,
20 district, a lot of it. I'm not sure what happened 20 what lines were being used, what lines were not
21 to pieces that didn't work. But we didn't — we 21 being used so we could eliminate some costs, some
22 weren't sending them out until later on. 22 things that didn't belong.
23 Q. Who was responsible for filing the 23 Q Does Comtec have anything to do with the
24 warranties? 24 data network?
Kadnd A.  Data center. 25 A. No. O\
118 120
1 Q. Do you know who Peggy Davis is? 1 Q. They are strictly the phone lines?
2 A. Yes. She was a help desk person. 2 A That's correct. Their consulting thing
3 Q. Is she a district employee? 3 was they also did some cabling for me where I neede
4 A Yes, she is. 4 some extra drops at the new school. They also were
5 Q. Is she still there? 5 a subcontractor on the new schools to bring in the
6 A. Yes, she is. 6 TV cabling for the TVs that are going into
7 Q. Was she the one responsible for the 7 classroom, they installed the TV cabling.
8 warranties? 8 Q. And when was that contract awarded?
9 A I believe Mr. Jones is responsible for 9 A. That was a subcontract from a vendor
10 the warranties. She took her direction from him. 10 that had -~ — Sy
11 Q. Okay. So your testimony is that HP -- 11 Q. Which vendor was that?
412 Cavanaugh, Mr. Cavanaugh, arranged for Excelsius to 12 A. I don't know. That's business office.
13 come in and pick up equipment that was 13 You wouid have to ask Lisa.
14 malfunctioning and take it and fix it, is that 14 Q. Is that the same answer for the extra
15 right? 15 cabling you needed for the data network?
16 A.  That's correct. 16 A. When I went to New York Avenue school,
17 Q Did HP do any other work for the 417 when it opened, there were not cables in the library
18 district? 18 at the circulation desk. The furniture was there to
19 A. No. 19 support a computer with a pull-out keyboard, but
20 Q. What is Empire? 20 there was no cabling. The food service had no
A, Empire Technologies is our maintenance 21 cabling. The computer labs had 25 cable drops, but
22 for our phone systems. 22 yet we have 30 computers in a lab plus printers. So
23 Q. Strictly phone system? 23 there were additional cables that I needed.
24 A. They are certified for Via Equipment. 24 Q. When was that? When did that school
25 Q. So when you have problems with your 25 open?

ARIATIINANA NG -1 -RK DA
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1 i Lo you recaii specificaily wilh respeci i s & Wheie did you see that? Point tc the
£ 10 LHESE SPEeUHIC GULUITIENis Tl COlTiiy W yuu and Z sbage ant could you just identify the Bates number on
3 asking for vour 3
MR. BLLL. Meaning F-ii. i
g MR form 471s, all the {6 in the E Pilus, whene the bad was recewed after the
7 foyms contained in P-17 ,7 due date, That's what told me -
g B MR KIRCHNER: What page are vou on?
this particular form. 3_9 MR. BLEE: 1 will heip you. 1he message
460 {P-17_ Document Bares No. 04668 through 10 i the E Pius 1 believe she’s referring 1o is i the
SRS Kl bl & fardentificatinn 3 i1  docurnent that is bate stamped 04671. She previousiv
12  BY MR. KIRCHNER: 32 referenced the unmarked page foilowing thal docuwnest
13 G Take a iook at what's Deen Markea as i3 W response o & question, 1 uelieve, i you could
14 P-12. Tel me if vou recoonize that document 14 elaborate, Ms. Ceohen.
i5 A. it's & dupiicaie. 15 THE WITHES
() i iUs an extia uns. 1§  unmarked pags, i zays
17 MR. BLEE: These appear to be Bates 17 BY MR. KIRCHNER:
12 20 BAGGE through 04707, Is that correct? 18 Q. You're referring to the unmarked page?
35 TRCHNER 14 A That's correct, the very top, the
20 0 Is that correct? 20 Atlantic City E-rate year six bid results.
24 A This isn't. 21 Q. Okay. And that same legend appears on
zZ MR, BLEE: Then a different packet. 22 the top of 04705, is that right?
23 Let's make sure we have the same packet. 23 A. Correct.
24 THE WITNESS: 1 have 04671. 24 Q. And aiso on top of 04706, is that rignt?
T Mp_ RiFE: Refore the witness marked 25 A. That's correct.
130 132
.1 P-12is a document that is bate stamped 04671 -- 1 Q. But not on 04707 and not on 04671 or
¢z MR. KIRCHNER: You know what, then this 2 04668, is that right?
‘ 3 should be included with it. 3 A CoiTect.
'; 4 MR. BLEE: Just the second page is not 4 Q Do you see any references on those three
‘ £ and then the third page is 04707. 5 pages I'm speaking about, 4668, 4671 and 4707 that
: ¢ ™. Kirchner, you would like also -- 6 would identify for you what year they were referring
LT MR. KIRCHNER: Let's make sure we all 7 to?
§ 8 have the same thing. These are documents that were 8 A 04671, next to the E Plus bid, talks
! 8 producad randomly and they're not necessarily in any 9 about it being received after the due date, and th
1 order, but the first page is 04668. 10 was told to me by E Plus themselves, Joe Gracian
11 MR. BLEE: Okay. Why don't I give -- 11 that they sent it in late.
; 12 can I makeo o suggestion? Let's go off the record. 12 Q. So because that appears there. vou're
‘| 13 {Discussion heid off the record.) 13  assuming, you're putting that together and you're
14 BY MR. KIRCHNER: 14 saying that must be year six?
15 Q. What's haen nut hefore you is Exhibit 15 A. They met the deadline for year seven.
16 P-12 which is a series of documents marked (4668, 16 G.  Because you recall that that happened in
17 04671 and there's an unmarked page. Then 04705, 706 | 17 year six, SO you assume since you're reading that on
118 and 707 And my quectinn is, do you recognize those 48 that page that this must refer to the vear six bid?
i 18 documents? 15 A That's correct.
boa A No, I don't. 20 Q. And by “this page” i'm refernng to
0. You've never seen any of them before? 21 04671. And your testimony is that you had nothing
: 22 A, Thisis year six. I wasn't involved 22 o do with the year six bids, other than the
{23 with the bids. 23 walk-throughs?
i 24 Q. How do vou know it's vear six? 24 A.  Other than the walk-through.
% 25 A, 1 saw that on here. 25 Q. So you've never seen thece documents

27 nf 40 shepta / Pane 129 to 137 of 149 05/07 7156 ¢




1 beforers | s Preaat
? A e I wouldn't have any reason {6 go to i Z o the work copies o what, o
E ! 3 A. U LIKE Dras. h .
b .
ba ° ~ I T yar ger el - LT mm T .
. 7 A fney were ai e documaent disciocsurs ,,:
¥ ownotawes G LSy 50, £ thi rything from that box was there. t
2 Q. Wha created that document? £ MR, BLEE: #Mr. Shes, you're not ge ing ¢ ;
& 0 spean ur Lus GEpGSILLn, your couns f
; 11 And svidently. Ms. Cohen thinks they were avaiiabie !
2 12 ;
3 T f
14 MR. KIRCHNER: Well, for the iecars,
i . UKay. Vel we t received that 18 thev've never been produced, so, you Know, we Goit
i6 A L8l chieck. andg sce i 2 1% know that they exist, and if they do, we wou E‘
E It was ! 17 them produced. !
;6 doune 50 she couid take i to the board. I thought ! 18 MR, BLEE. [aiv enougi:. !
1T IL WAS I U Duds s s S0Gi 83, ;18 MR KIRCHNER: And I acscume when vou say ;
e o 2yt ic it vour testimony that there were I 20 arked up copies, you're talking absut handwriling ‘
% np spread sheets crested similar to those identified 124 on Ui actual bids themselves?
iz ast are 22 THE WITNESS: Correct. \
22 sowon 2nd attempt To evaluate and rank them? ; 23 B7 &, KIRCHNCR: l
24 A This is 2 ranking? It wasn't aone in P & a ;
25 thore? J
¥ £ Ming ,{
2 Q. And wh s the gentieman that you say '\
32 youu 5 :
P8 A ke Sweeder.
£ what oinoes and then ha put it together in a * 5 Q. Did Mr. Sweeder wrile any of the
v e 8 Digst
H INERE 7 A, He was given a copy to work with naxt iz
2 if any, ouaiuation of 22 & eih had sheets and he wouid show me on his
{ > = t13 ] waild mark v eane which ware
Vs - 10 appropriate pieces and which were Comparalie . soss
“n up smnmpMent. Ang we Jeporiss Inal procEss 41  and which would do what we noedud IS 7
Tos e em - T T mna 1t sarnsld he in the s ackage heing bate 1142 Q. And where are his copies? /b 2 ¢
113 13 Al in the trash. pvpc- b
i ¢ we,” who do you imcan WwWe 4 G o2
Pag  cangrrad to the SID who are vou referring to? 45 gther documentation to document Mr. Sweeder’s
, i A The district's consuiltant, Mr. Friedman. 16 evaiuation of the bids that were raceived?
iF vl Ckay. You lesthed earhes, though, 17 A Mo,
{48 that Mr. Friedmar had nothing to do with evaluating 18 Q Did he take any notes during that
i 19  uhe tids Toi year seven? 18  mecting? )
e A, He didn't. He didn’'t evaluate, he 20 A. Not that I would have kept. He went

=
l‘

24
\zs

reported them.

Q
gocumentation to show any evaiuation of the year

My question is, is there any

seven bids. or was it all done in your head?
A Well, 1 marked up the work copies that I

I 25

over piece by piece with me. He had no need to keep
any documentation of his meeting with me. it was,
you know, going over with a2
does on a daily basis.

Q By the way, where did this meeting

Fripnd :nmaﬂ-ynﬂ that ha

AOSATIINNA NO-T1 KR OM
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oW~ R W -

When that mecting concinded and I was wakking
out the door, Mr. Jenes was waking inte his office.
Q.  When was that meeting?

A. That was somectime in November. Iden't
recall the exact date.

Q. November of 20027

A. Yes,sixr.

Q. Who called that meeting?

A. It was calied by the administration. It was
a folow-up meeting.

Q. Given your testimony that you were unable to
get documents you needed to perform your task, what
conclusion did you reach?

A. Mym“htﬁqmm&
their prierity 1 initistives. However, Mr. Jones had
not filed for reimbursements, he was out of
compliance, and they were losing mency dafly by net

1 also concinded that their prierity 2

VoAb W -

. Pt g s b et e
VOOV bWN=D

Q. Do you know schools that were below 90
percent thet did not get fanded Year 47

A Yes ’

Q.  What schools are those?

A anu“hﬁew
avens. I get a lst of schosls.

Q. Cmmﬂlmuyofwhnolsﬂuyon
know were below 90 percent in Year 4 and cannot get
fanded? '

A. Ne,Icamnet.

Q. How sbowt Year 3, do you know what level of
funding was reached in Year 37

A. I-— Idem'trecall. Ibelleve up mtil

Year 4 mestly everything did receive funding, but it
was 70 perecent and abeve.

Q.  So, does that mean that you understand that

in Year 3 funding below 90 percent was fonded?

A. Yes

Q. What about Year S, what was the ultimate

3‘3353335555:55:Ewﬂqauauu..

years, including Year 6 and Year S.

Q. That's not my question. I'm asking you what
level of funding was reached in Year 47

A. Te the best of my knowiedge it was 99
percent, but I am alse aware that Afiantic City
received sosne funding in Year 4.

Q. Is it also your understanding that Atlantic

~ City was not st 90 percent in Year 4?

A. Yes.

Q.  So, you put that together, isa't it troe that
the SLD fanded below 90 percent in Year 47

A. Ibelicve in Atiantic City's case I believe
that is — that is true.

Q.  Well, are you saying that Atlantic City was
an exception?

A. 1am saying I kmow of no other scheel that

got funded below 90 percent.

8 (Pages 26 to 29)
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20 imitiatives were — the status of these initintives 20 owicome of Year 5 as far as funding levels are
21 were as yet unfunded. 21 concerned?
22 And 1 also knew that the SLD was not funding 22 A. 9 percent.
23  below 90 percent, and since the district was an 87 23 Q. So, schools below 90 percent were not funded
&24 percent district, the chances of them receiving 24 in Year5?
25 funding were not good. 25 A. And chances of them being funded were remote.
Page 27 Page 29
Q. Howd:dyo-hnwthtﬂleSLDmnotfmdmg 1 Q. Thatsnot whatI'm—
below 90 percent? 2 A. Ican'tgive—Icam'tgivea definite
N A.  Because they hadu't been funding below 90 3 mu”mm&q—mﬂq
L perceat for s number of years. 4 gobackanddothat.
\-b Q. Do you know what level of fonding was reached 5 Q. ' Well, Year 5 was two years ago; is that
Q in the Year 47 6 right? : _
%t A Thesu)lnhdnne—'lu-dhsg-e 7 A.  YearS was— the contracts with that was the
R back afterwards and funded below 50 percent inprior | 3 initiative — the initiatives that Atlantic City
9

asked me to look at, and at that thme my
m"ﬂqmm“bmm
Year — below 90 percent.

1 did wet state that they would not pet
funding. I simply stated that 90 pevcent was the
thresheld and they probably would net receive
fanding.

Q. Have you made any effort 10 go back and look
hmmllymseewhtleveloffmdmgwurudxed
in Year 57
A. No,Ihavenot.
Q. So, sitting here today you don’t know what
level of funding ultimately was funded in Yesr 5; is
that right?

MS. WEINSTEIN: Objection.

MR. BLEE: Objection to form.

THE WITNESS: As I ststed before, the

215-735-9088
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SVBTRAVEWN -

e e ]
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you to the School Board, to Mr, Nickels?

A. Ne,1den't knew whe that was.

Q. Well, do you know individuals at ComTec?

A. I am familisr with maybe four or five pesple.
Q. How long have you known ComTec — strike
that.

Go back to the time of your meeting in
October, November of 1992. How long had you known
ComTec at thst time?

A. That was 2002.
Q. 2002, yesh.

MS. WEINSTEIN: I'd like to object o
the question. [t was just oo quick to insert it
here.

How long have you known ComTec, the
entity, is that the question?

R Y P

-k e wd e b
AWV AWN=Q

Q.  Okny. Why oot?
A.  Betawse lke RelComm they may have sent it in
an envelepe without & retmrn address snd I wounld net
knew what the contents were or who it came from.
Mauy venders de that.
Q. Okay. Have you ever recommended that ComTec
get a contract to do work at any of the schools where
you worked?

MS, WEINSTEIN: Objection.

THE WITNESS: I don't recommend anyonec.
Q. Okay. But ComTec recommmended you; is that
right? ;
MS. WEINSTEIN: Objection.
THE WITNESS: To the best of my
knowledge, ComTec snderstood that I was managing
B-Rate and brought that information to Atlantic City.

BEEREEEaSs0rbR S cmuounanN~

Q. And when you say 2 client, does that mesn you
have a consulting contract with that school?
A.  Yes.
Q. Okay. To handle their B-Rate bids, is that
part of your responsibility?
A. Yes, to handiec the E-Rate process.
Q. Okay. Aspartof that process, don't you
get involved in reviewing bida?
A. I mever review bids.
Q. You never review bids?
A. Never.
Q. Okay. Do you sec bids? Do you know who's
A.  Ouly when they are spened and I s present de
Iseeit.
Q. Have you ever been the person designated as
the recipicnt of bids?
A. Al bids ceme to me. ltlnhhg&e-h
the entity.
Q.  So, wouldn't it be true that if ComTec was
one of the bidders on a project you would know that?
MS. WEINSTEIN: Objection.
THE WITNESS: 1 don't think 30.

10 (Pages 34 t0 37)

856-983-8484

Tape &k Tate

GSCIBSBG::;G:ms:semqau.un_

17 Q. The entity st that time, October of 2002. 17 BY MR. KIRCHNER:
13 A. l1dem'tkmew. Maybe 2 menth. 18 Q. And isn'tit truc that ComTec is now a vendor
19 Q. Had you done work with ComTec in the past? 19 at the Adantic City School Board?
20 A. No. 20 A. Fer - yeah, I believe they are. .
21 Q. How did you kmow ComTec? 21 Q. Forboth Year 6 and Year 7; is that right?
22 A. ComTecwomanawardimencofmyschosisin | 22 A.  They received no awards in Year 6. ‘Q\
23 Pemusylvamis. 23 Q. Aren't they doing work for the school (“
24 Q. When you sxy one of your schools, what do you 24 district as a subcontractor under Year 67 ()
25 mean by that? 25 A ld-‘thve:lyﬂlghdoyil/
[~ —nZ
\_/ \)
Page 35 37
A.  Ihave 3 number of clicuts and they wen the dea't have any knowicdge of that.
contract with ene of my clients. Q. You're not aware of that?

A. TI'maware that ComTec is delug work for the
scheol, but what the particulars of that work are I'm
net privy to.
Q. Okay. Andyou're aware that ComTec was the
Wofnm'dn\’ur?uﬁemcny
SdloolBoud;uﬂunghﬂ
A. Yes
Q. Nowdldymeowhdemﬁ!nﬁm
your — the scope of work for which Alemar was
retgined in October of 2002, did you couciude that
work?
A. Yes
Q. And how was that project concluded?
A.  The preject was concluded by my giving them a
written status of where they were with their Year S
initiative and a chart that showed what mencys were
still ewed to them and what they had to get — what
they had to file to get their money.

1 believe that was presented o the beard as
well.
Q. So, you presented a writien report o — did
it go %o Mr. Nickels first?
A. Yes

215-735-9088"
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MMMMMMM\ e
MR. BLEE: Objection. W Q/(’,
MS, WEINSTEIN: Objection. - (0" 4
THE WITNESS: Notmy choice. A0 5
Q. So, you bad nothing to do with that decision? 6
MR. BLEE: Objection. 7
"THE WITNESS: I don't make those 8
decisions. 1 don't make decisions on contracts. 9
10 Q. Doywknowwhoatdledunetnndeh 10
11 decision? 1
12 A. There was a team of three people, four

X\ 13 Mn'ﬁepuphl-uwﬁmﬂum.

G 00~ E LN

14 Nickels, Mr. — Mhll-ya,m(:ﬁn,-dhﬁl
\(Y 16 W“Mumum
\ 1Q. When was that decision made, do you recall?
:& A. January or February of 2004.

audit request?

12
13

14

15

16

17

18

Q. About the time you were responding to the 19

‘ 20

21

2

23

24

25

, )  Page 62 Page 64
district to withdraw a request for funding for 1. Doynuhmifthmecammpmblemswnh

A. lhrdlﬁﬂ“mhwhellm
out in the schoels. .

Q. Have ever seen any written reports of
problems with the ~

Q.___ Have you ever seen Joms — written
\ the e-mail ?

A. T've scom ne written reports other than the
O~ And the samo is true wi the other

mqm,uyumfuubd.éh-eqnu;ndthe-

11 SehooledmahtﬁeSthwlﬂicauidas 11
12 hbeapoblanwﬂubidw 12
13 A. You can file an objoctien. That's as fax as 13
14 YTkmow. I kaven't had anybedy file anything —- 14
i5 Q  Well,do you know = ' 15
16 A. —alertingme. ’ 16
17 Q Do you know if ary objection was filed by the 17

. 18 school district or snyone else to Year 57 18

\}S.’.w A Ihave no kmowicdge of that. 19
20 MS. WEINSTEIN: Objection.

20
21 Q Wonldyonhm.bﬂnmnpqe.plaw.” 21
22 1s. Upathemﬁaeiaysh-edonm 2
23 Mmmmmmmn 23
24 Mwhwwm-ﬂm 24
25 it continues. 25

21 A. ltwas:pedﬁulyhnqnnlebna& Mhdmwﬁntﬂ:mmmm
22 request. , beﬁnded,d:eydeeidedmte-bidnmmbu'oﬁhese
23 Q So,ﬂutwunotw’nh&wninYelrS—or imnshﬂneirYeu'6i:ﬁﬁaﬁve,moateq)eciallyﬂle
24 excuse me, in year 20037 Servers.
25 A. Rephrase the guestion. Seetlutlmgmse?
Page 63 . _ Page 65
1 Q Whatisyoutmeolbdionubwbuﬂl‘e‘le-' 1 A Yes,Xde.
2 . 5 contract bid request was withdrswn? 2 Q Now,isn‘titmﬂmqherﬂidwsi
3 A mmuﬁguvms“mh 3 dqvﬁedcofﬂn\'e-'4hid? :
4 rmdma_nmmmdmm 4 A 1havene knowliedge of that.
5 should have been fanded. 5 Q Siu‘n;hachdlyyudnn'tmwﬂnﬂ
, 6 Q. Ateyouﬁmililrwithﬂ:ephnu'alli:gin 6 A lmummﬂmdh\’urd.
Sl 7 enalet™? 7 Ihave e knowlcdge that Year S was a duplicate of
\}\ 8 A No,I'muot : 8 Yesard.  —————
9 Q. Okuy. Arc you familiar with a process 9 Q Have you cver heard that from anyone —
10 whiduSdnolBo-de--—orthoa 10 A. Ne.

Q. — that Yesr 5 was a duplicate of Year 47

A. Ne

Q. Okay. Issr't it troc that when a fanding
wtmuhamﬁn
mdmnupummhﬂn*

A. Yu-Mwhtwedthenr‘.

Q. And didn't you do thet in Year 7 also?

A Yes. However,in Yesr 4 those servers were
Mnnh'tmnd-ﬂmm
Ye-'4b~e-rhlﬂu‘tlYe_lr5htha-em
we did that with Year 6 and 7. _

Q. muummv«smmmm
beﬁled,doyonhﬂw‘vmu"lar4hndbeenwd
yet?

17 (Pages 62 to 65)
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1 A. Ne,Idenetknew that A. 1 wasimterviewed by the New Jersey State

2 Q. And if they hadn't been funded, wouldn't it

3 have been appropriste to duplicate that request in

4 Year5? .

5 A. [ that were the case, the answer would be

6 yes

7 Q. In that passage that [ just read to you, the

8 language says the district had no expectation that

9 these projects would be funded.

10 ‘What are you referring to there?

11 Well, we are two years out. They havenet
been funded, they had ne expectation of it being

13 funded st that peint. SLD had net gene back and

14 fanded anything under 98 pevrceat —

15 Q. So,it's your —

16 A. - sothey had very little expectntion.

17 Maybe the word ne should have been qualified with

18 little expectation, but it's basically the same idea.

19 Q. Okay. So, you're saying that as of February

~2Q_, of 2004, which is the time this document was

21 drafted —

A. Right.

Q. — the SLD had not funded below 90 percent

for Year 57

A. No, they had not. They had ne expectation

LREN

OO NAV AWN -

RERN

M et ot paw ek ek e et bt e
-N-gwaaqau&un-c

Pelice.
Q. When did that accur?
‘A.  Several thises.

Q. Starting when?

MS.WBINSTBINOb]ml'mgomg
to object to this line of questioning.

There's nothing in the complaint, any
alleged injury against any party here that has to do
with this perticular line of questioning.

You can answer.

THE WITNESS: Three or four contacts
over the last couple years.

BY MR. KIRCHNER:

Q. Whmwuthehntnneyouwaeemd?
A. Over the smmamer.

Q. Summer of 2004?

A. Yes

Q. Have you been contacted by the FBI?

A. Ne.

Q. Have you ever been contacted by any other law
enforcement agencies? .

MS. WEINSTEIN: Objection to the form.

THE WITNESS: No. '

Q. Have you been contacted by anyone from the

e

Page 67
that that would happen.

Q. Isn'tit aiso true that there was an
investigation under way at the SLD regarding Year 57
A. There have been investipations at the SLD
through many of the funding years. Which
investigation are you referring to?

Q. Referring specifically to the ACBOE Year 5

MS. WEINSTEIN: Objection.

THE WITNESS: I have no knowledge that
ACBOE was investigated asbout anything, except they
were reviewed in Year | and then the reviews that we
had in year 2004.

Other than that, I am aware of no other
investigation by the SLD, FOC, or ACBOE.
Q.  Are you aware that a police i i
initiated by the school district for the Year 5
E-Rate?

MS. WEINSTEIN: Objection.

THE WITNESS: I'm aware that a police —
yes, I'm aware that — yes, I'm aware of that.

Q. Do you know who initiated that investigation?
A. Ne,Idenet.

Q. Were you involved in any way in that
investigation?

O 00~ AN WN -

- ot g g b th
WA LN~D
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18 (Pages 66 to 69)
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Last fall, I belleve.

(P-40, USAC, Funding Year 2003 Selective
Review Additional Questions, marked.)
Q.  Mr. Friedman, before we get to the next
cxhibit, your testimony sbout contact by the New
JmSﬂePoheemﬂcmonﬂO‘,mm
interviewed at that time?
A. Whatde you mean by interview? .
[mmdﬂywhwamuhgwﬂhm

'Was there someosie on the other end?-
I'm neot sure I'm suppesed te be discussing

pOPOPOP

215-735-9088
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Page 118 ' . Pagel20
MS. WEINSTEIN: That would be nry Q Andwluulhemeﬂnﬁhangdm
objection as well, but in addition to that, rather here?

than just stating it, my objection goes beyond that.
BY MR. KIRCHNER:

Q.  You can answer the question. :
A.  Asyou state, decuments are still belng
discovered and I caumet write a repert untfl I have

A. Theissue js that | den't have a copy of that
agreement that Mr. Nickels had with the — that weuld
be the bridge.

Q. Wasn't it part of your respongibility under
your contract with the school district to maintain a
file of all documents?

SO AN W -

something whelly te repert upen. A.  1den't maintain the contracts. Coniracts
Q. Okay. Were you paid for your report? are usually signed ontside of my scope of work.
11 A Ye Q. Oksy.
12 Q. So, you've already been paid but you haven't A Aﬂlﬂyu@u&-fn—&ew
13 produced the report? if 1 de am andit.

ot
o~

A.  We're continuning purchase orders that buys
additional time to conduct these — this werk.

Q.  Are you saying there's another purchase order
that's outstanding now to pay you additional for this

Q. By contmact, are you refaring to the -
A. Any coniract :
Q. Ohy Wuuﬁemhtmu

o —
=

—
ey
Saaaaa:aazseuqau.m:-.

18 report? issae bore?

19 A. Ne. That has recently been paid. A.  The contract at issue here were was the

20 Q. Okay. How many purchase orders wercissued | 20  comtract with MTG, 1 belleve.

21 in connection with this work? 21 Q Anddoyoumallwhtlhemﬂmwu

22 A. Three 22 ruizsed was?

23 MS. WEINSTEIN: Objection. 23 A. They wanted to kmow whether the district had

24 Q. And do you know the total smount of those 24 any legally binding agreement in preparation of 3

25 purchase orders? 25 fermal contract, which they had a formal contract and
Page 119 o~ T page 121°

I cam't recall the total amount. J/leulullhtbﬂue.

No, six, I cannet. wasn't executed until six or seven months after the
Okay. Doywhavccop‘aofﬂ:onepmuhue award was made and the 471 was filod?

orders? A.  Ne, that actually wam't the issue. The -

A. Most probably. 1 mean, the district can write a formal contract any
MR. KIRCHNER: Let's get this marked time. The district could alse make a decision

’ whether they wished te effectuate that contract

witheut 2 fanding commitment Jetter. Mbwht

they were agenizing sver. -

11 Q Bum‘ttanqwmoflhem

A,
Q. Can you recall the amounts of any of them? 2 Q. Wasn't the issue that the contract with MTG
A,
Q.

next.

O NdW

(P-41, Memo dated 12/2/02, marked )
Q.  Please take a look at what's been marked as
P-41 and tell me if you've ever scen that document

N S g
,..»*"“ g,
e

before? 12 muﬂuebeamnphcebefaeﬂn

A. No,Ihavenot. ' |13 471 is signed? :

Q.  You don't recognize it? K}(; A mmmwhmu,

‘A. Not at all. . I5-.3 comtract, which was inter dome. - -

Q. Okay. That's casy. ) 16 Q. Okay. So,thiswasthisanefforito ’
(P-42, B-mails, marked.) 17 mmumu.mm

Q. Mr. Friedman, take 3 look at what's been 18 agreement was in place? FCC

marked as P-42 and tell me if you recognize that 19 A. SLD. And yes.

document, please. 20 (P43, Meme dated 2/13/84;

A. Um-hum 21 Q  Takealook at P-43 and tell me if you

Q. Would you tell us what that ig, please? 22 recognize that document?

A. Thisis me contacting the school district 23 A Ye.
trying to get documents in order to respond to a 24 Q. Tell us what it ix, please.
review. 25 A. Witheut sceing this in reiation to other

DR B RN e e AR NS v uthd LN~
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1 tramscript.  You say, starting oa line 22: Now, afl
2 those 470s, and there is no conflict becanse watil
3 you write 2 471 agsinst 1 470 they don't mem &

‘thing, they don't mean a thing. It is when you file
< 5  the 471 it says, it ssid we have accepted these
6 contracts, we are moving forward with this. That's
7  continuing over o pege 169.

Do you recall suying that?

9 Agsin, this was quite a while age, 0 I doun't
10 recall making the statcusent per se, but the statement
11 is here and I have discussed these things, 3o I can
12 support that whiat's here is acourate.
13 Q. So, that's sn accurste stutement?
14 Al llm,ﬂuem-tmut‘
15 econtext, becanse the question really being addressed
. 16 is the manner with which I filed and the ability t»
17 wumm«mtu
~18 divections directly from the SLD.
19 Q. When you sxy disaggregate, you mean 10 break
20 the school district down into scpavate buildings?
1 A. Topullthe high school out of the district
22  because its discount rate was making the rest of the
23  district lower than 90 parcent, 30 you are — you-can
24 disaggregate a district and guarantec that your 50
25 percent schools get their internal connections and

Gtv«,/ / aA

RPENEEEENaGEIRmovoNonAELN-

I guess tom to page 171, please.  You'll
see on line 16 there Miss Salway. Do you know who
Miss Salway is?

A. 1kmow that she is 2 beard member.

Q. Okay. Shesays, it's recorded bere, you
could ask the superintendent sbout the schools, what
Mmmmmw—lmm
saying that you couldn't ask saybody in .
administration. They couldn't tell you. 1 believe
M. Nickels could tcll you if you asked him. Am1
cogrect, Mr. Nickels?

She's referring here, I believe, to which
schools were going to be open next year and which
schools were going to be closed; is that rigit?

A, Yes ’

Q. And is that 3n accurate statement that you
mmmummww
A Iden't knew that. Mr. Nickels says here he
could prebably tell me that, I guess. But certalnly
1 was net able te get that information whea I bad
agked.

Q. Did you ask Mr. Nickels that question?

A. 1asked the peaple that 1 had geing to the
schoel district te got that infermation.

Q. What people did you have going to the school

Page 147
1 gamble with the schoels that dea’t, which is wiat
2  they were doing, gambling with the entire district
3  when they were below 90 percest.
4 Se, it's an apprepriste strategy. It's ome
5  that I had inquired with the SLD ss to how o
\yroud- I received s respense from the SLD om how
7 ~to proceed, and that's the way I preceeded.
"8 Q. So, with that context in mind, is the

|9 siatement that I just resd o you from this

10 transcript accurste?

11 A. Right. 1 wasa't sure whether it was the 478
13 order to cover all bases I made sure that I subusitied

*5
NE

12  or the 471 that weuld allow us to dinaggregate, 0 in

14 2 470 that covered the entive district, incinding the

15 mmdxmwmw

‘sther schools in the district.

17 ltw-nbhehmum'u&eﬂbnﬂ

18 that weuld have covered evarything %

19 that we moved forward sa. q\JS Q\‘

20 Q. Okay. Aml‘madmgyonayedm

% 21 question. With that explanation in comtext in mind,
22 is the statement that I just read %o you accurste?.

3 J 23 A It's scourate in the context of what I just

L8

'Y

Ehmé Gaugs?r 4(;4 o

L5

24 said.
25 Q

QOkay. Thank you.
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district?
A. ‘l‘htw.ilbellr.llolndurn-‘-..
Q. Who is Mr. Hol?
A. wuﬁumlwub
de the walk-throughs.
Q. -~ Okay. Andwhlf-ybgdldhehveto
do with putting together the 4707
A. Nothing. He helped — we showed the
district informution packets that we had done for
other entities, and they secmed te agree that would
bembrﬁn-.nweudﬁuen-e'
_ imfermation packets for the district.
Q. Who was the other individual you mentioned?
Mr. Harmoon.
Q. Who is Mr. Haou?
A.  Mr. Harmen is, again, an ssseciate of Alemsar
that was brought en to help me manage this precess.
Q. num-mw

A. Ne

Q. For whom does Mr. Harmon work?
A. For himecll.

Q. Doeshe have a company?

215-735-9088




